the Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld that "stuff happens" added the final twist to a poisonous cocktail guaranteed to corrode the image of U.S. as benevolent, wise or respectful of other nations or even its own shared origins. The State Department noticed the disaster and set about a campaign to do what it could to correct the image of American ambivalence over the collective heritage of humanity. That work is a major focus of this book.
Contrary to the claim made in the blurb at the front of this book, the link between archeology and international relations is not especially "well known." There is a long list of human endeavors which spring to mind first when one thinks of modern diplomatic concerns and tools: economics, military affairs, crime, health, environment, and so forth. Even within the list of established areas for international cultural engagement archeology hardly looms large. It takes its place behind the blockbuster issues of international student exchange, language teaching, sport diplomacy, and the international dissemination of the performing arts. As testament to this, while there is a lively literature around the U.S. use jazz music in international relations, archeologyprior to this book-has lacked much of a mention in the literature of cultural diplomacy. 
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Luke and Kersel frame their approach using Joseph Nye's terminology of soft power. Nye contends that an international actor's success in world affairs hinges not only on that actor's its ability to compel compliance through the economic or physical leverage of hard power but also from that actor's ability to attract though admirable values and culture, which he terms soft power. Nye termed the combination of the two approaches smart power. Luke and Kersel's core argument is to point out that the U.S. The book is not without flaws, however. The author's may be old hands in the field of archeology and culture, but they are plainly newer to international relations and the public diplomacy field. Their reading of the wider history of public diplomacy is somewhat bald resulting in a couple of minor errors and some unusual applications of terminology. Their focus on their own area of expertise can sometimes seem to value archeology diplomacy above other elements of cultural and exchange work, which can seem uncritical and unrealistic. But such things are of minor significance against the value of having these cases documented. The ultimate relevance of this book is clear at its close. U.S. support for archeology can plainly serve as a counter balance to the perception of the country as a heartless superpower willing to crush the distinctiveness of the other nations of the world beneath its juggernaut wheels. Having effectively demonstrated this Luke and Kersel are obliged to inform the reader of budget cuts that leave major programs struggling for funds and remind them that the U.S. is soon to be obliged to withdraw from UNESCO-the essential forum for global cultural policybecause of that body's decision to recognize Palestine. The final impression one gets is
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that at this point in history some negatives associated with the U.S. image in the realm of culture may not be wholly undeserved.
